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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . In the Reply filed 04/1 6/2009, Applicant has amended claims 1 , 3-5, 9,10,14, 
25, 43, 44 and 51, canceled claims 2, 6, 13, 16 and 53, and added new claim 59. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1, 3-5, 9, 10, 20-22, 31-34, 39, 40, 42-45, 55 and 56 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Maas (US 2001/0033062). 

4. Regarding claim 1 , Maas discloses a motor vehicle door comprising: 

5. an outer module 2c which has a door outer shell and forms an outer design 
surface of the vehicle door; 

6. a unit carrier 2a which is mounted on the side of the outer module facing the 
interior of the vehicle and is connected to the outer module through forming an 
interface; 

7. a sealing member 4 extending along the interface between the outer module and 
the unit carrier and covering at least a portion of the interface; 

8. a fixing region formed through a fixing rail 12 which is provided on the door 
through which the sealing member is fixable through positive locking connection; 
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9. detachable fixings 1 1 in a region of the interface for connecting the unit carrier to 
the outer module and wherein at least one of the fixings is covered by the sealing 
member; and 

1 0. wherein one of the sealing member and a section of the sealing member is 
movable so that the fixings are no longer covered and are exposed for actuation by a 
tool (the sealing member is attached to the fixings by a detachable snap-lock 
connection, so the sealing member is movable). 

1 1 . Regarding claims 3 and 4, the fixings are covered by the sealing member as 
shown in the figure. 

12. Regarding claim 5, see paragraph [0019]. 

1 3. Regarding claim 9, the sealing member is capable of sliding. 

14. Regarding claim 10, the fixings could be exposed while the sealing member is 
held on the vehicle door by some other means. 

15. Regarding claims 20-22, 55 and 56, the parts could be assembled in any order. 
The method of forming an apparatus is not germane to patentability of the apparatus 
itself. 

16. Regarding claims 31-34, Maass discloses reinforcement areas 2b on the outer 
module. 

17. Regarding claims 39, 40 and 43, the unit carrier has reinforcement areas 
(portion of the unit carrier which overlaps with the reinforcement area 2b). 
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18. Regarding claim 42, the unit carrier is made of metal (paragraph [0025]). While 
Maass does not disclose stamping or deep drawing, Examiner notes that the method of 
forming an apparatus is not germane to patentability of the apparatus itself. 

1 9. Regarding claim 44, Maass discloses fixing points (holes through which fixings 
1 1 pass) for connecting the outer module to the unit carrier. 

20. Regarding claim 45, the overlapping area of the reinforcement areas is angled at 
the edge of the overlapping area adjacent the recess 6. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

21 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

22. Claims 1, 3-5, 9, 10, 14, 20-22, 30-33, 35-41, 43, 44, 55 and 56 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Imura et al. (US 4,651,470) in 
view of Thompson (US 4,916,864). 

23. Regarding claims 1, 3, and 4, Imura discloses a motor vehicle door comprising: 
an outer module 2, a unit carrier 3, a sealing member 37 mounted on a fixing rail, and 
fixings 3d connecting the outer module to the unit carrier, but does not disclose wherein 
the fixings are covered by the sealing member. 

24. Thompson discloses a door comprising: a first section 14, a second section 16, a 
sealing member 23 mounted on a fixing rail 22, and fixings 26 connecting the fixing rail 
and first and second sections. 
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25. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to connect the rail of Imura to the unit carrier and outer module using the 
fixings, as disclosed by Thompson. Doing so would eliminate the need for additional 
fastening means for connecting the fixing rail to the unit carrier. 

26. Regarding claim 5, the sealing member forms a seal between the vehicle door 
and the vehicle body S. 

27. Regarding claims 9 and 10, the sealing member is slidable within the fixing rail. 

28. Regarding claim 14, the sealing member is attached to the fixing rail in a push-fit 
connection. 

29. Regarding claims 20-22, 55 and 56, the method of forming an apparatus is not 
germane to the patentability of the apparatus itself. 

30. Regarding claim 30, Imura discloses a window glass driving mechanism (Col. 6 
Lines 6-8). 

31 . Regarding claims 31-33, Imura discloses the outer module has reinforcement 
areas 11a protruding inwards from the outer module, which run along the outer edges of 
the outer module. 

32. Regarding claim 35, Imura discloses a cross support 9 mounted on the outer 
module. 

33. Regarding claim 36, Imura discloses a window frame (17, 18; Fig. 3). 

34. Regarding claim 37, Examiner takes Official Notice that it was known in the art to 
paint the exterior of a vehicle a different color than the unit carrier. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to paint the 
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exterior of the outer module a different color than the unit carrier, in order to create an 
aesthetically pleasing appearance for the exterior of the vehicle. 

35. Regarding claim 38, see Imura Fig. 4. 

36. Regarding claims 39-41 , Imura discloses the unit carrier has reinforcement 
areas 3g protruding outwards from the unit carrier, which reinforcement areas run 
substantially U-shaped along the outer edges of the unit carrier. 

37. Regarding claim 43, see Imura Fig. 6. 

38. Regarding claim 44, Imura discloses fixing points (3f and holes in 1 1a) provided 
on the reinforcement areas. 

39. Claims 37 and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Maas (US 2001/0033062). 

40. Regarding claim 37, Examiner takes Official Notice that it was known in the art to 
paint the exterior of a vehicle a different color than the unit carrier. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to paint the 
exterior of the outer module a different color than the unit carrier, in order to create an 
aesthetically pleasing appearance for the exterior of the vehicle. 

41 . Regarding claim 51, Examiner takes Official Notice that it was known in the art to 
reinforce areas using double layered material. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to make the unit carrier double 
layered in the area around the fixings. Doing so would reduce the risk of breaking or 
deforming the unit carrier. 
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42. Claims 25, 26, 46-50 and 59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Maass (US 2001/0033062) in view of Fukumoto et al. (US 
6,231,112). 

43. Regarding claims 25, 26 and 59, Maass discloses a motor vehicle door 
according to claim 1 , as set forth above, but does not disclose a door inside trim 
mounted on the unit carrier. 

44. Fukumoto discloses a motor vehicle door comprising: a unit carrier 6 and a door 
inside trim 3 mounted on the unit carrier (Fig. 1 ). 

45. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to provide the motor vehicle door f Maass with the door inside trim of 
Fukumoto, in order to create an aesthetically pleasing for the interior of the vehicle. 

46. Regarding claims 46 and 47, Maass discloses a motor vehicle door according to 
claim 1 , as set forth above, but does not disclose a lock module. 

47. Fukumoto discloses a motor vehicle door comprising: an outer module 2 and 52, 
a unit carrier 6 and a lock module 1 1 fixed on an overlapping area of the outer module 
and unit carrier (Fig. 9). 

48. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to provide the motor vehicle door of Maas with the lock module of Fukumoto, 
in order to allow the door to be held closed against the vehicle body. 

49. Regarding claims 48-50, Maass discloses a motor vehicle door according to 
claim 1 , as set forth above, but does not disclose a hinge part. 
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50. Fukumoto discloses a motor vehicle door comprising: an outer module 2 and 51 , 
a unit carrier 6 and a hinge part 9 fixed to a hinge reinforcement 7 on an overlapping 
area of the outer module and unit carrier (Fig. 5). 

51 . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to provide the motor vehicle door of Maas with the hinge part and hinge 
reinforcement of Fukumoto, in order to allow the door to swing relative to the vehicle 
body. 

Response to Arguments 

52. Applicant's arguments with respect to Kaye and Morihara have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. The claim rejections in view of these references have 
been withdrawn. 

53. Applicant's arguments with respect to Maass have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Claim 16 was not previously rejected over Maass, and the 
limitations of claim 16 have been incorporated into claim 1. However, upon further 
consideration, Examiner has determined that the longitudinal section 12 disclosed by 
Maass can be considered a "fixing rail" as claimed in amended claim 1 . 

54. Applicant's arguments with respect to Imura and Thompson have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant has argued that the flexible gasket 
23 of Thompson is not movable. While it is true that the gasket would be securely held 
on the retainer 22, and would not likely fall off on its own, this does not mean it is 
impossible to remove the gasket. The gasket is described as flexible, and a person 
could manipulate the mounting projection 51 of the gasket to free it from the retainer (to 
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the position shown in Fig. 5) with relative ease. Furthermore, even though the ribs 30 
would "resist outward movement", they would certainly not be capable of preventing 
movement entirely if subjected to a great enough force. 

55. Applicant has further argued that the references cannot be combined, because 
"the gasket could not extend beyond the parts B of the flange 3." While it is true that the 
weather strip 37 could not easily be placed over the bolts of Imura due to the structure 
of the door, the bolts could be moved outward to a position aligned with the weather 
strip 37. The purpose of the recesses 3g is to allow access to the bolts 3f. However, if 
the bolts are aligned with the weather strip 37, the recesses would be unnecessary 
because the bolts could be accessed by removing the weather strip. Eliminating the 
recesses would also further simplify the construction of the unit carrier. 

Conclusion 

56. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. US Patents to Reahard, Cowles, Landis and Ryan disclose door 
seals similar to that of Applicant's invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael J. Keller whose telephone number is 571-270- 
5219. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:00am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Katherine Mitchell can be reached on 571-272-7069. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/KATHERINE MITCHELL/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 3634 

/M.J. K.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 3634 



